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I remember their faces, gazes lost in the void.
Frequently, I think about specific details of our meetings: a young Eritrean woman in the act of beating her shoulder, repeatedly touching a tattoo representing Africa; the urban space around us, an unexpected framework where stories take place -sometimes, the main Italian downtown tourist areas, in other cases, desolate peripheral areas, forsaken buildings and soiled gardens; the silence after a question about the journey from Somalia to Libya.
These memories are fixed in my mind. I would like to pay attention to their form, how they appear in the act of remembering. They are fragments, parts of a whole -the oral talewhose borders, in contrast to the focus on a single part, become blurry and undefined.
At the same time, they have a self-autonomy of meaning: they could describe much more than the expression of an answer, a doubt, a feeling. They can disclose to the eyes of the interviewer a world made of beliefs and fears, dreams and anxieties, phobias and hopes; they can bring to mind intuitions about the person's past and its repercussions in the present, such as the need for a common identity and a sturdy imagined collective history able to justify and explain unintelligible and hard-to-approach happenings such as ethnic genocide, civil war, the disappearance of a friend because of the regime, a recurring widespread act of violence such as infibulation and female genital mutilation.
According to Benjamin's This paper is divided in three parts: after a brief introduction of my past research project, the first part will deal with the debate on intersubjectivity in the social sciences and its impacts on (auto)biographical research and oral history. The second part will examine the problematization of silence in some oral tales collected during my fieldwork in Italy. The third part will deal with the case of a woman, Angela/Malaika, who used her narrative to affirm her way of being 'out of place' in Italy and Europe. In the conclusion, I will present my considerations on the idea of empathy as a way of reinventing the world from an inclusive, collective perspective concretely rooted in the research process with migrants and refugees.
A view of the intersubjectivity debate in the field of oral history
Oral history research as a specific way to do history emerged in the 1940s and 1950s in Europe with the purpose of developing a new theoretical perspective: many scholars were interested in collecting 'history from below' (PERkIN, 1976, p. 132) or 'people's history' (SAMUEL, 1971, p. 19-22) . The aim was to collect stories from people whose voices had not been heard in the public sphere, or to provide a voice for those who would otherwise be 'hidden from history ' (ROWBOTHAM, 1973) . This theoretical approach was influenced by wider debates in social history, labour history and women's history. Many of the oral historians who influenced the debate at that time came from political groups and cultural contexts that were directly involved in restarting a discussion about power relations both inside and outside the academic world. The epistemology of oral history was a laboratory where new forms of doing history combined the attempt to analyse the role of hegemonic powers in Western societies with the will to find ways to tell the stories of hidden, silenced and invisibilized subjects and subjectivities.
In particular, the idea of intersubjectivitya word that had previously been used in the the Other is a border between the Self and the rest of the world. In this sense, silence marks a space of detachment between one subjectivity, which is central, and Other subjects, who are subjectivized in order to produce meanings that are useful for empowering the first narrative: in this sense, the Other is the field where the narrative defines the Self in opposition or for identification (BADIOU, 1982; LÈVINAS, 1980; SAID, 1978 SAID, , 1993 . in the sense that he was not a subject but an object of the territory he crossed, of its narratives and devices (borders, jails, illegal alien camps, etc.). He did not move; he was moved.
There was a close connection between the impossibility of talking a specific language -concerning the 'governmentality' (Foucault 2007) According to kathleen Blee (1993) , 'the ability of oral history to provide new and accurate insights into the lives and understandings of ordinary people in the past depends on a crucial approach to oral evidence and the process of interviewing ' (1993, p. 334) . If what an informant does or does not say is 'a fact' just as much as what 'really happened' (THOMPSON, 1988) , the researcher must move from the text (such as the literature on the diaspora from the Horn of Africa) to the world, and contact with another subjectivity (Salazar, 1991) . This shifting of viewpoints is possible only with an act of abandonment, which decreases the tension between the occasion of the meeting with the informant and the goals and expectations of the interview.
In an enlightening passage, Blee (1993) reflects on her experience during her research about the stories of the ku klux klan. She writes, 'the evidence of oral history is embedded not only in narrative accounts but also in the process of interviewing' (p. 336). Blee's hypothesis is that it is sometimes possible to work to create a connection between the two subjectivities. We can find traces of this approach in Luisa Passerini's (1984) and Alessandro Portelli's (1999) research on Fascism, in the act of declaring a dissociation or distance from the regime, or, on the contrary, in affirming solidarity with the anti-Nazi Resistance. This way of conducting an interview is in opposition to the tradition according to which it is important to maintain distance and remain neutral with the interviewee. In Blee's approach, meanings move between the researcher and the informant and both subjectivities are able to ask, and answer, questions.
Hence, an interview is a reciprocal exchange. From an intersubjective perspective, it is possible to state that the production of the source -historically speaking -is more than the interaction between two subjectivities. 
